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nient were authorized to maintain a military mission in Haiti to
"complete the instruction, training and discipline of the Garde'. In
regard to financial arrangements, the agreement provided that the
collection of customs should continue, until the final liquidation of
the 1922 loan, to be under the supervision of two American officials,
the Fiscal Representative and the Deputy Fiscal Eepresentative.
The collection of internal revenue would be under Haitian control,
but the Fiscal Representative would be entitled to inspect the service
and the Haitian Government would accept any recommendations
which he might make. The Haitian Government undertook to balance
the budget annually and take other measures in agreement with
the Fiscal Representative. The Government of the United States
promised that they would raise no objection if the Haitian Govern-
ment could make arrangements satisfactory to the bondholders for
the refunding of the 1922 loan—it being understood that the American
financial supervision would terminate as soon as the refunding opera-
tion was completed.
It will be seen that these provisions left the American authorities
free to exercise a substantial measure of control over the finances of
Haiti until such time as the loan was liquidated, and indeed many
Haitian critics took the view that the Fiscal Representative would
possess more extensive powers than those which had been conferred
on the Financial Adviser-Receiver General by the treaty of 1915.
There was also much criticism of the reservation regarding the
suspension of Haitianization of the Garde in case of unforeseen diffi-
culties, and of the proposal for the appointment of a military mission.
It was felt that these provisions wrould give the United States the
opportunity of maintaining American troops in Haiti for an unlimited
period. On the 15th September, 1932, the Haitian National Assembly,
to which the agreement had been referred for ratification, unani-
mously rejected it.1 In subsequent correspondence which passed
between the Haitian Government and the State Department at Wash-
ington, the latter made it clear that the transfer of the Garde to Haitian
control and the withdrawal of the American marines before 1936
were contingent upon a definitive settlement of the financial issue—
a statement which was interpreted in Haiti as a 'decision to do
nothing until after 1936'. The State Department also did its best
to refute Haitian criticism of the agreement of the 3rd September by
declaring that the proposed Fiscal Representative would possess
considerably less power than the Financial Adviser-Receiver General
<v
1 A new National Assembly, of a strongly anti-American complexion, had
been elected in January 1932.

